Recent studies have used non-invasive brain stimulation (NIBS) techniques, such as repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS) and transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS), to increase dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC) activity and, consequently, working memory (WM) performance. However, such experiments have yielded mixed results, possibly due to small sample sizes and heterogeneity of outcomes. Therefore, our aim was to perform a systematic review and meta-analyses on NIBS studies assessing the n-back task, which is a reliable index for WM. From the first data available to February 2013, we looked for sham-controlled, randomized studies that used NIBS over the DLPFC using the n-back task in PubMed/ MEDLINE and other databases. Twelve studies (describing 33 experiments) matched our eligibility criteria. Active vs. sham NIBS was significantly associated with faster response times (RTs), higher percentage of correct responses and lower percentage of error responses. However, meta-regressions showed that tDCS (vs. rTMS) presented only an improvement in RT, and not in accuracy. This could have occurred in part because almost all tDCS studies employed a crossover design, possibly due to the reliable tDCS blinding. Study design was also associated with no improvement in correct responses in the active vs. sham groups. To conclude, rTMS of the DLPFC significantly improved all measures of WM performance whereas tDCS significantly improved RT, but not the percentage of correct and error responses. Mechanistic insights on the role of DLPFC in WM are further discussed, as well as how NIBS techniques could be used in neuropsychiatric samples presenting WM deficits, such as major depression, dementia and schizophrenia.
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Introduction
WM is generally defined as a system that comprises temporary storage and online manipulation and control of information (Baddeley, 1986) . In early research, Baddeley and Hitch (1974) proposed to distinguish between short-term and working memory.
These authors conceptualized WM as a three-component system consisting of an attentional controller, a central executive and two subsidiaries aiding systems, being the sketchpad and the phonological loop (Baddeley, 1986) . In addition, recent research provided evidence that WM is a system not only involved in cognitive, ''cold'' processing, but also in ''hot'' affective processing (Hofmann, Schmeichel, & Baddeley, 2012; Ochsner & Gross, 2005) , being therefore a critically and relevant function in daily activities (e.g., which emotional thoughts should be given attention and which should be ignored). Moreover, several psychiatric disorders are associated with WM impairment, and these deficits in the transient 'online' manipulation of emotional thoughts information seem to be essential information in the quest for effective therapies (Millan et al., 2012) .
The prefrontal cortex seems to act as an important neural structure in WM operations and, more specifically, its dorsolateral area (DLPFC) is particularly involved in updating goal representations http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2014.01.008 0278-2626/Ó 2014 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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